
BEFORE

THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF

SOUTH CAROLINA

DOCKET NO. 2005-385-E - ORDER NO, 2007-375

MAY 23, 2007

IN RE: Petition of the Office of Regulatory Staff to
Establish Dockets to Consider Implementing
the Requirements of Section 1251 (Net
Metering and Additional Standards) of the
Energy Policy Act of 2005 (Net Metering and
Additional Standards).

) ORDER DENYING

) MOTION TO

) ESTABLISH SEPARATE
) DOCKET S

)

This matter comes before the Public Service Commission of South Carolina (the

"Commission" ) on the Motion to Separate into Two Separate Dockets to Consider Two

Separate Issues and Decisions Contained in the Petition of the Office of Regulatory Staff

("ORS"), filed by Pamela Greenlaw, in the present proceeding. This proceeding under

Docket No. 2005-385-E was established by the Commission on the petition of ORS for

the Commission's consideration of implementing the requirements of Section 1251 of the

Energy Policy Act of 2005 (Net Metering and Additional Standards).

On April 30, 2007, Pamela Greenlaw, an intervenor in this case, filed a motion

requesting that the Commission separate the present proceeding into two dockets. Ms.

Greenlaw asserts that the petition of ORS contains two separate issues to be considered

and two separate decisions to be made, and therefore, two separate dockets should exist

in order to address the issues. Ms. Greenlaw requests that only the determination of

whether or not South Carolina shall have net metering be addressed in Docket No. 2005-
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385-E and that a separate docket be established to consider the model of implementation

for net metering in South Carolina.

The Motion is denied. All of the parties to this case have had sufficient

opportunity to comment on both of these issues of concern to Ms. Greenlaw, and some of

the parties have addressed these issues in prefiled testimony in this Docket. Accordingly,

we believe that we will receive sufficient information in the context of any proceedings in

this matter to consider both issues in this Docket. Another docket is simply not needed.

This Order shall remain in full force and effect until further Order of the

Commission.

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION:

6i~ g+J~
ATTEST:

G. O'Neal Hamilton, Chairman

C. Robert Moseley, Vice Chairman

(SEAL)
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